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Sus Lucas Ranel

P O.Box 338
Santa Ynez CA 93460
JSA
Phome (305) 683-5421
© Fax (805) 688-1561
Email nevickers@aol com
24098
Rich Raines
Bureau of Reclamation, Technical Service Center
Atn: D-8210

P. 0. Box 25007, DFC
Denrver, CO &0225-0_007

Deear Mr. Raines:

This letter constitutes our comments on the Aug 31, 1998 Draft Environmental Assessment for
the Bradbury Dam-Spillway Modificaticn-Hilten Creek Water Supply Line Project.

We would first like to point cut that the scope of the assessment chosen for this project is whelly
inadequate. To say that the introduction of a permanent supply of water to Hilton Creek which.
flows into the Santa Ynez River which, in turn, flows into the Pacific Ocean has no impact on
anything other than Bureau of Reclamation property is, simply, not accurate. Potentially, all
properties downstream of Hilton Creek could be affected by this project. Sitce the scope of this
asscssment is imited to Bureau property, and doesn’t even consider neighboring properties, it
clearly does not meet the requirements of an environmentai assessment. You should be awnre
that there are already negative impacts occurring downstream as a result of the introduction of
water to the Santa Ynez River at times when it did not naturally or historically occur. Such
impects range in pature from introduction of previously unknown, non-native plart species,
abnormal growth of vegetation whtich has resulted in at least one known car accident at I-Iwy 154
ardd Lower Armour Ranch R4, to creation of an attyactive public nuisance. These are serious
issucs, which need 10 be addressed. '

As immediatz neighbors downstream of this project, as owners of the upper reaches of Hikon
Creek and as owners of Cachuma Village, who have been herz since 1924, we feal rather wel!
qualified to discuss the envirommental impacts of this project, particularly from an historical
perspective. We have specific concerns about contradictions in this report and also some
obvious inaccuragics. :

According to NMFS March 10, 1997 conference letter, the construction of this project was o
occur during the dry scason, yet on page 9 of the EA it states that “work would be initiated -
around Qctober 15, 1998 and would continue approximately 90 days™. That is certainly not the
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- dry season and docsn’t leave much time for consideration of comments o the BA. Another
apparent contradiction is the different ameunts of water to be put anaually in the Fish Rezerve
Account. 1t has, unti] this EA, been stated publicly that the Fish Reserve Account would have
2000 ae-ft per ysarin . On page 4, it is statad that thers would be 3000 ac-ft in years when the
reserveir spills. How did this ocowr? Water entitlements for other users of this source do not
fluctuate up and down according to the amount of water available. How, then, can the Fish
accovmt receive more water emtitlement than the other usars of this system? This is zot
Jjustifiabie in the fice of an ever-increasing demand for a limited resource. We don't believe that
if the general public was awnre of the petantial effects of this program, that they would be in
favor of it cither,

Our comments regarding the inaccuracies in this EA have to do with the statement made
regarding Visual Resources, Land Use, Air Quality, Noise Surface Water, Groundwater,
Vegetation, Wildlife, and Fishery Resources. It is stated in the Comparison of Environmental
Effects Associated with Implementing the Preferred Altsrnative that in esch of these categorics
there will b= “no change from the No Action Alternative” which says there wili be “no change
from existing environment”. This simply is not true and docs not cven reflect the severe changes
that have already ocourred downstream of this project. Our points are as follows:

> Visuai Resowrces- due to year-round water artificially introduced into the Santa Ynez River
system for the past severa! years, there has be introduction of never before seen plant species
that spread rapidly along the river; algae is encouraged to grow in abnormal amounts and
trees have grown at abnormal rates blocking sight distancas for vehicles wavelling across
Hwy 154 bridge at the River,

» Land Use- due to year-round water artificially introduced into the Santa Ynez River, we are
having difficutty accessing our property known as the 1000 acres which is directly across the
River from the main ranch- due 1o greatly increascd amounts of algae on the rocks in the
River, it has become exceedingly dangerous for cowboys, horses and cattle, including smali
calves 0 ¢ross our river property to the pasture on the other side which we must do severa!
times g year. Unti] the artificial introduction of water, this was not a problem.

¥ Air Quality- Cachuma Village and other residences on San Lucas Ranch have already been
impacted by noise and dirt of construction sctivities at Bradbury Dam for the past year and &
half. The Bureay of Reclamation is no longer a quict neighbor. This project will contiaue to _
degrade our lives. Using water, & limited resource, to accomplish better sir quality is
foolhardy and paving will forzver change the charscter of the area to something urban with
¢asy access. This is unacceptable to us,

» Noise- sce Air Guality. ' '

»  » Surface Water-due 10 year-round water artificially introduced into the Santa Ynez River, and
because the nature of rivers is to flow somewhere, naturally there will be an impact outside
of the project area. Already my employees and [, and the SherifTs department have spent an
inordinate amoun of time pursuing fishing-trespasscrs in the Santa Yoez River. We are
grateful 10 California Department of Fish and Game for finally seeing reason and closing the
River 1o fishing although they have yet tg set signs sating that However, during hot summer
months, when normally there are only isslated pools of water and not 4 live stream, existence
of surface water has and will continue to creats an “sttractive public nuisance™-a serious
lzability for this project. .

» Groundwster-due to year-round water artificiaily introduced into the Santa Ynez River, the
nature of the groundwater has naturally changed. Since there has, according to this EA, been
Bo water quality sampling done on the reservoir, and antiquated assumptions that high TDS
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levels are due 1o agricultural runoff &s opposed to being naturally occurring, there can be no
assurnption that this project will have little or no negative impact on other propertics. We
have two large weils in the River, one residential and one for agriculture- clorination is nat
an option for our crops or our livestock. Sediment run-off hag the potential to damage or
destroy our river wells.

¥ Vegetation- due to yeur-round water artificially imroduced into the Santa Ynex River,
increased vegetation has already occurred with the real potential of ultimately impacting
groundwater supplies for Sap Lucas Ranch, The 1997 planting by CALTRANS of over 1000
trees and bushes slong wibutaries and the River on their right-of-way will have the same
effect. How will this project prevent those curnulative impacts to our groundwater supplies?

¥ Wildlife- dus to continued construction activities at Bradbury Dam for the pest year and &
half, wildlife patterns, particularly for deer end wild pigs have glready been changed-
hopefully not permuanently. Since none of the prepucers of this EA live in the area, naturally
they would not be aware of wildlife movement patterns as we &re. To say that there are
minor changes and that they can mitigate for them is ignorant and inaccureie. The only way
to putigate for them is w0 complete the construction as quickly as possible and to leave the
area.

> Fishery Resources/Special Status Species-duc to year-round water artificially introduced inwo
the Santa ¥ner River fish of all sorts, including “special status species™ have been
encouraged to venture up this river at times when they are then trepped with fising
temperatures end decreasing axygen due 1o algae growth, threateming their survival. Fish
rescues then have to be performed requiring private property awners to forfait teir
constitutional right to control access to their property in arder to avoid being accused of an
“incidental take” of an endangered species. The negative impacts in Hiiton Creck, such as
bamiers and lack of water during certain times of the year, are naturally occurring, not man-
mads- something the supporiers of this project neglected to mention during any part of this

Process,

We would like to thank you for this opportunity to respond to Hitton Creek Water Supply Line
Project Draft Environmental Assessment. As you can see, we have some very sirong concerns
regarding this proposed project since it has already pegatively impacted our lives, our operation,
and the lives of those craatures we share this ground with, We are very opposed to the artificial
creation of a fish simation which never existed anywhere here except in the minds of some svid
fishermen whe hoped to have more fish in the area that they could trespuss and fish for. As
taxpayers, we expect that some reasonable meassure of mhty backed by science will prevail in

this casz.

Sincerely,

Nancy Crawford

Maoeger, San Lucas Raneh
N CARTT TTATOT :mc_-(: erR ATOCR FCIET RASTIvEN
Previous Letter Fish Mgmt Plan Appendix TOC Next Letter

\ o HH 4



	Next: 
	Appendix TOC: 
	TOC: 
	Previous: 


